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Abstract: Autonomic computing is an emerging research hotspot, which aims at hiding system management
complexity from human users by means of “technologies managing technologies”, to establish guidable, state-aware,
and self-adaptive computer systems. Currently, the research of autonomic computing is still in its infancy, without
systematic and mature theories. After clarifying the definition of autonomic computing, this paper proposes a
conceptual model of it, which describes the basic working mechanisms and principles of autonomic elements and
autonomic computing systems. On the basis of this model, two categories of autonomic computing systems based on
knowledge model and mathematical model respectively are summarized and analyzed, with their advantages and
disadvantages. Finally, future research directions of autonomic computing are proposed.
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FEESES: TP393 XHERFRIRED: A

B SO A RN 190 48 B AR (K TR R, KIS . TR M A KA B R G5 AN 3 B, T 3 45 Al B
B M ERENGIE T HRESAXFENRE T, S Em AR RS E5 38 S AN AR 46, R,
FOML TSR R GERE NS 5 A8 Hh AT R IX e ARk, LS RS S8 1) B AR, LS IR B AR E . RSB E S . RS
ZH NS IEE A T IEBNZER, B AT i ITH FLE 75 AR 2R G0 AR a2 10 45 FI SR s, B e o0) R G AT IRC
B OSW B R E A E A, LA SRR IT A B A B A AR 4~20 £ (0 B 2 AR UL iR HL BRI T L R
AN 52 (%5 g ok o LB B SRR MG B R AKX 5 R, LA g H 2558 19 4 1{
REGUE A A R T R G AT SRR L R R A R 00 H AR B TR AR N 2 i R ST B
LA JUARE Tl ) B R B BB AR B T BEOR FR0R R 48 5 2% P, A 15 2R 40 RE A6 76 T T B 3% 41 0 457 B SR IS 0 45
STACEHEACEURENARE.. ARMK. ABEM B RS S AE D —ANFEEBFFAEE, A F 1R Y
AR P RS T ARZ BTSSR A5 T — R FIWFST %R, Wl Tianfield20041, Sterritt20055), Hariri2006[61 45
[Fi) BF, L P 3 T R 5 AR A T 0, o TR ) A A £ (2004) 70 X196 (2006)) . 842 (2006)°) . T T H
(2004)1O25 A fy T AR AN I, WEILAT WIF 50 SR SR, 1 36 T S M & W0 AS I 0, 060 1 26 ST I E T8 R R IR R 4
(s RSN R RS A R, P 0 bk 22 2 AT A G 1) D b, 4 4 P i 1 25 S I A & R S, M s (R AL A IR A
BFFFCRIRIAT B 3 vk 55 B Ay vk KA B TRk 18 32 v AT 5 A 1 Rk
1 BEITERNEXFE SRR
11 BEHEBESFEX

“H 715 (autonomic computing)” XA« HIATHH ST ZATERA T A EME KRG b H B &, A
SCR LB BV OX B TS T 2001 4E HIBMA R R, B A S I A B RGN A BRI ATHL
L AT (B AR (RS T R RS 1T 5 AE N REe . R e . ST B, 2 AR
Sy N SEREA [ SR GEEAHE E R G A 4K L (holistic) S I [ 3 HED,

W 2 Rl B U\ ARG A T A IS AR L R A e 4 [ R IR T A I
rautonomia, K R BN, [ T ANE RGN AR A EHLBE, CLHRE T P 5T UL O JUURT A 11 7 2 3 T
FEAR TN (1 — AN B ] 12 B B R DU DR, B TP A R G A8 S 28 B M 5 Ok — R A A BN
IR T S 0 A0 Th B AN Bl D3 AR i 4 S R 4 AF R fight(K2F) . flight(R ) fright(15
Ry Fsex (P, PEBR); 73— J7 T, 48 URA B 175 0 R, A8 A 26 16 Bl 50 59, A S ol 22 978 2 384 Ao A5 OV R AR L 1l
6. HALThRE IR . VT IR RN 4RI, B £ 4 R Foil A8 JOR R A e & I R 4R F kT |
YT AAR IO B S B (AR O TR IR AT 55, A 2 AR A — i (RS B AR HE b R, B
A RAEE NN WRGE BIERG KPS R TR, BE 0% 505 5 0K 10 AR ES, B 32 Hh R 3l Ay 45 2%
AN TAE, LG N IR B AR iR GRS ST e BT 3 AMEER L) AR AFMNERSER
T LR AT . BB LA 5 R R T R 1 b By, B2 B v RR A 28 2R G A L AR AR B NI R I BB
FadE, v LL A SR 3R LA — o 09 @ T DR, R o R AR B PR T I BN TR A RO RS ) R
AR H EME RGN EHE AT BN D A8 5 H RO G A, T B B A 3 AR RR U0, S IR A i 2%
— i1, H ARG R GG NARGAL 8N 38 B P 082 38 T SR AG IAA5 JEh, ) b A% 330 81 v B ROt £ K 1 06 1
PPy % 25 B AR BT Z85 20 0T 5 3R 15 IR 38 B (0 M iR A 50— 7 100, R B o 5 K B2 2 AH &5 4
Al DL 2 3 J W AN SRR BOIR A M A RS G 2 . MR w2, R B SRS N [ 2 R G A K A
28 R0 T R P B OO R R S T AR RURT PR RS NI 55 (3) B AR T (homeostasis): & FEHLAA BE 1%
3T I N AR A AL A 3 A S TR 5 2 4 — AN N F A T S R 0 o e, S B A AR 1 A O N
¥ LA AN G BRI AZ) A i 55 2 A 1 22 R X 1 B 15 1k R A 1 Ak P A IR 2 AR 1 36 45 A 2
B AT B VR — S0 T 20K 3R SRR A R & N A LG — LN A TS N R AR A E A RES
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W 90 ZR 48 L S e AR R S A A 5, N2 AN J2 T H A 0 LA IE AT £ 5 1R T B0 AL L AR B i B AR 1
W, B BN IEV I, H B RS BB A E AT A B B INC, DL RE O N 1, g b pR R i O
BB  ST AR IR RS (ARCE . AT, 2 BRI, B B RO BT AEILA
PRI 0, 5 28 3K R R, AR LA S 2 005 5 (A R M AR K2 — S H08 IR R VB HIN, B e R a
P AN B WK B R B IE RS (AE R, 554

H1 RGBT AR, 1 20 2R G E 05 2 £ B A 1R P PRI REE T AN 75 SEN TR 0 SR 43 X0 TR
I3 SR B, T DAAN a2 S0 PR U 2R 8 1) U1 S R AT e, N AR I AN B2 2% AR ) B R 2 R RO B A1 52 i RS AR
(¥ 05 &, 19 B VS0 S AR 32 1 A2 B B A2 VSR G P T B 1] DL LA < i, b 0B AR il 2 U B 5 R
FR G 1 LA AT D TR i R P RS A 2 T ORI A A A A, 2 L MR R B,
B ERE R RGN LU AR B e REUE BT AR A IE R S, S A 2 SRS 098 & R SEBUIR S B 54,0
B M PR R G B AT AR S A AR R, A B R G A R E AR A EMAE RGN IEA LS
AU AR CAEAU, I 2l P TR . N DR RS T iR A B M il R AT B 20 2R 40 5 R i (A B
R UEGEPEAN AR I B R G, MUE R HOR K T B J AR L8 J5UAR N iy NS 56 B 1) AR S48 B AR AT i AL it
AT B2 A AT LIGE i — AN 7 SR 3R A T A A - B AT — Ak 1 B hoo(ADC)! B AT U £
AN AR Gl Ym0 R 55— 3R 18 T TP 58 v 4 25 b 2 e el i 55 2 b 5 (T D SLA T 58 W 391 22 1)
PERE S T A 22 42 S AR LT FT A9 e 55, ADC I 30 7 FH AR 58 59 0 LB R I TTAS BELE 1A A BELSREG , 1) 35 3
T PEFIEC AR OC VU, IR S5 25« B P A it 25 R I 2% U 5 O 7 X S B U 2 S R 5 ol FH A, A
AL SLAPTRE K i 55 i SR——SEILR GE 1) H L AR 5 A2 IR 55 S B 2 ) ADCHG MR 55 IR SR A T R A, 3 52
IBAT RO AR RO R T AR R G S R DA AN T M ) A A B R AR B . g5 s
B b as N HIBEER . webi 55 SRR AL AR 3 , OB S I 4 i) UL AT o S ) Ak B, S0 12 I ) T 1] 52 A SR
KA B TR — AN R LA 8 I — A 53 b T PR D)4 B 4%y B 4L AR S —— SR S BB 2T
I, 3 e B 2 R R TE A AL AR ORI R A AR T 18 Sl RS Tt K8 AT, B ME e AT B
Wi ——SCBLR LI H R4 H AR 25038, M 5595 0 s B, AR G 33 sh i, ek L&y sAshas sl 48 5 2 JF
A T A b E 4% 1 2 BOR M Ak 28 G2 (9 PR e, LA fo e il A2 SLAF L SE LU ST A B ) SR —— S BL R 810 B
PeAe. 25 5 % tH, ADCHL AT A R REESEVEM ARSTEEREIT A B2 R0k 1 58, A BRI
FEADCH] LA [ 73 1 58 M8 22 JUK 7 28N TR AT 1A B A G 458 B U5 AR B M L, R s AT I DL AL 12
TR A B, 2 4 T R ARG DO AN AR B, DL R ZR GRS R A S I T AL A D SE L R S H I E . BB
LRI DA A 0T TT B 5 0R B At I R 2 SO B H AR AN SRS (e Fevr R 20 )7 U5 ) ASRAIR 557 <l
XF 4R R RN B DR T 100 2280 84 43 B 25 (R CPU LL B 3 I 5% <k 4= FH P (¥ s R B[] A KT+ 100
SERPPUS L AL S I B AR R 450, AN 6t TG VA T B4 I T T W8 5 AT 3L RS 6 %
LA ADCXS 3 F B B U5 A R AN SR 50 R 2 (0 08 2 1 28 0 e B BR R0 T IR« R0 3 A0 it R AV 0 48, )5
W5 P P i SR SR Bl M 2 A N AR AR O 5 = B AR ME R B O ADCRE S AETT A B 1 5 1) H B M1 SREmes LA
L PFORIA KT, AT ARBCE . . 2l B8R, DUAM o, (R G se Bl B4 B 1 [ IE Y.

B 7 i 3 A B kL IRATACY, B BTSSRy RO A RE NS HE AT B (Bl AR S
fEH AL R, 15 T RGN I LA BARBLA KB 2 77 Az 10 25 A 280K 2 DL AR IR 45k 2 40
B (i o H s M KT 458, 5 2 AHDRE R £ B 2 TS R SR 3R B R GEAT 0 IR AR A I B3 4
(1 A7 TSRO A T HL <A TSI ) MR A g A 0 1 SRS 119 A B AR 8 v 1K) SRS (pollicy) " SRALL BIT 1“2 T SRS 1)
BB T B R 45 N A SR GO R, A AR G A AR R N R AR AR 23 B R P AR R
N P R GEAT Dy A 1 RN, R S SRS T LB 25 08« SR sk, DRT I ) A AN 5O i ) 804 LB AR 4
IBAT MR T30 o 5O S R S RF AR GUAT [0 30 28538 IV, 3 AR R AT AT LA o 3 2 SEORT ey 23 A 2 AR 110 35
W R U oA SR e ATT A AT Sy - ey R SR A S R T SRS A BELFR) RRARURS e T U 1 B 2 ok S5 AR AR R R T
WS 1167 BE 77 0 (Ponder ), Reil T ATK AoS!®)), S 2 — i I T4 '3 2R BE Y SEANAT 3l 1 ML, — fe 43 Ay A 248 L 55 7
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W% (obligation) Fl1 4% AL 1Y S % (authorization), 43 73 W 7E & W HHAT & < A%/ A NZAM AT 27 B RVE/IAN VA
A7 AR B VR RN N A VE SR AT BSR4 10 X KephartdE N AT A AU B 205 R G0 (1 50
Groh 3 PRI B4 s . E bR SR R8O R B U S e g 40 S I 2R e A T4 s R A BN 2R
A F AR g R E B B IRDIR S AR S A T IR B 4 1 2R o™ A4 UM B BRI A B 8238 2 W IR,
R A B A R XA 8RB T 2 A ) BEIR A TR % et 1. AR 30 280 P B 0, 2R 00 v B e R A SR 2 R
PR AE T IR AR A T, DA 40 (1) 36 T S s (1) 45 B 7 U1 K Keephart 5 A () T AR, 3E5E, [ E1H5
RE PRy edengw] LUk — 2 5 Ok

EX LGREE). 78 B B 1M 50T, K (policy ) /& R A )2 45 #L H AR AT 2 AR, 1 T4 5 3 00
EHAT .

T E P R T Kephart 55 0 VAR, MCTHE 5872 1 A1 5 oK 8 SCER s, BT SR ] LUK FH &R 2, n 3l
PESENE . EARSENG . Z0H e BRI S5 AN I, 55 b R I BT 5 R S B 12— M 24 (R R, 2 200 BA— 5 1 T
U0 BATHS 5 SCAEASAL 3 AT LA 2 AR S5 WS 1) 15 SO0 H R AT HE R

3 J5 LG T B BRI E X B TR VR ARG AT I SCER O B B RGN RS B
W 4 AR B BCE (self-configuration) . H 1& K (self-healing).  H 14" (self-protection) Fl H 1k (self-
optimization). 1, F C B 2 48 R 40 e 08 ML = 2 SEms E B0 & B O, DLE IR BE 142 4k s F18 52 i 24 /R A

5 it TE M AR 3% AR R VO RE A A AR ARG B O, R IR, et w] UK AR >R 19 A% SR 25 1R A DG 42 F0m) i) 252, -
SR EUHE Wt AT 5 9 DA A 96 R e Re s AN I 37 VR G PR B . PRI RER 26 10X 4 AR 0 8 3R AT
R DL IR 8 3 E s 0 (ADC) B4 - H 45 3 AR OO0 FR A AN Tk 6) T AT R AR A I, TR A Y
AN TF) 25 T AR - T A A A 222 ) (PR T i W 7 3 B AN - — 2R ). B T R 4 AN 2R, — S22 30 R R
B RGN % H A — S8 AR M, Wi Sterritt B8 HH 1) B 45 il (self-governing) . H & MY (self-adapting) H k5
(self-recovery) Fl F i& W (self-diagnosis)!"®); Tianfield [ [ #t %l (self-planning) . [ % ] (self-learning) . 1 i Ji¥
(self-scheduling) 1 [ 3 {k (self-evolution)! ") 2545 SR iy £ A1 40 20 1 1] LA HY IX LU PEAT S8 2 ik 4 A E
FEVERI A4, i B2, AR, B S AR T AR MARE, W BRSNS S 5SS AL IR
WA, B ETHERT 4 A 3BTRS AR AR R 15 503dE 47 38 24 10 41 A6 R S A, A AR & 3 2 A 25 1. H
I A5 P O B A2 e 380 5 3 P T o6 AR I A A R R A A L ST 3G Y T I R A AR B & N D B
TS AR T — AR IR E AR B B P E Ty L — S I R A R B 3 A
LRGN H F U HREW M, B ETHE 8 SOk N AL 75 S AN RS WA T 48 3 X2 R —T7
THARZS B 582 R0 SIS A B Y ) B AR AN AT £, 76 B B E B R G b o5 A JE % B8, By AR AT & B
FEC R B TR T X 580 5 — U7 T, T e R A TR R e R I N R A B H AR I DG, R 2
XN TG S B RGN E B E—— RSN B ARG T, RN BRI 5 RE M N HZ B IGRfE—ild, 7E
BT FIIT R I3 O &6 8, R TE R BB AT W B P A e s &R T B RGeS I T B 28 KK 1)
R TR LG IR T, AT BAGS o

EX 2BEITERS). HAAM, B LRG3 H . RS A RSN R ELR S

{EAF T B2, 70 S 2 B R R 40 S DR A 8 S A& A b (1) 1138 Y A — i B AR 155 0 ZE SE BRI R 42,
5 S TR 1 R ) R D S A A B Bk IR 3 3 1) A S A SCRR[20] 3 B S TSI BORE 4 D S ANk
Jil (basic,managed,predictive,adaptive,autonomic), X A 2] T 5 5 (19 1 T 07, A4 BE S B IE & X e | 320
B/,
1.2 BEiITEFSEE

A ETH RG(ACS) B TAH IR M 1A JC R 4L BRI K48 5 T, 0% 88 [ 2 e 50 SEBL 38 1 0E
{80 ] B (R 8 1 2 A ), e 3 AT FLRI P S AN R G 1) B (4R A ).
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1.2.1 BHEILE

HFETTHEAE)Z A R RS W EARR G, E B —A B E B (AM)F— 2 2 A8 I8 (I A e 4
B 326 28 208 1 08, FRATT A M 4 A S URORI A A A 20 2R DART TG A 32 3040 0 (ADC) 451, AMIBE AT L5 2
FR PRI R RIE . RS RS BRI A RFHAEEL. web/R 45 ok B ML 2SS T LU B A 5 o0 K,
B, 51574 )R gmHE I AM AT DU BE 2 AN N R IAMs(FE WL 1.2.2 79).08 T BLX S Y i ik A o, — &
I (Y B T AT A A AT ) DR O T P S R T AT B4R A b v 4K (¥ 432 11 (touchpoint) ', A AN
TouchpointXf N J-— A& K38/ N 28 4% T B E 70 3,8 — Jy T AMA B P #0808, o) — J5 T e ] Zh 4243t
P 1 (1 TR A /500 I 7 21 ) B 32 A8 B B R T T35 B8 40 0 1R S0 LA 5 0 B = e R I I 1 A5 8 55 LR 1
HEEHE AT IR EAFEAN LTS A OFRSEENARRE . B2 . gy
S AMEE I — AN B AR 20 BT - LRI -PAT 4 A0 B ok S BILAX D S BRAE 45 rh SR BRI R AMAHAT A A 2 T 1)
ARFS Vo8 %R B A B (B E AR, X TEVE 245 B0 40O T 5 )2 87 B SR A AR 6 18 = 408 vh O [ T T/ 2
R ST E ARG p AT R e R I P B A e 6 4 2 B T A B P R R 1 AMOE I A3 B A DG4 B I
i 72 A ZH A A7 A1 7 5 B, 1T LUK SR WG p 9 08 2R I B 7 T B A B e A AL Ja ok i T R A B SR
I P A5 5 SR py b 038 A po 2 AR AL S I C 2B 2 A 48 I I, T 368 AT ) O 175, AMCKS A B po EA T
SR J A R s A AR 38 20 Hr, AT T oT LS B e R S R R 1| iR, iz’ &% T 3
BR[3,2 1] AH ¢ AR AN I, AT 7 S 2 56T B BT RGBS, SR T 5K B B0 & M SR 54,
KT AME S AMsIEE R RARTE B Rom o n, B4 h B Enmmge L

EX 3(HETE). HEISLKAE)ERN 3 J64l:AE=(AM,MR,Sensors/Effectors), =1 ,AM & [ £ B 12
P EUR IR 1 R L) B MR R B R U (LA B B 19 B T 0T 3R);Sensors/Effectors 2 £ B2 N A 4
(R T IR T30 N 25 1) BAA P IR, 1 0L 3L 8 FE XL 9).

Human managers

Sensors Effectors

Autonomic manager

Analyze t=—— Plan

Monitor Knowledge Execute

Managed resources (other AEs)

Dynamic context Dynamic requirements

External environment

Fig.1 The conceptual architecture of autonomic element
K1 BAECERMSEREH
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WE 1 PR, B RS (AM) BB E S HTE BURIAE . SAAT SRR i DR 2 3 R A P il T
MAPE( i 4073 A7 - B0 Kl - AT )45 S 20 H b B A0 R 2 A7 S AR BRI B b S R A1 350 B 458 0 52 19 68 07, O DAtk Oy
AHEEAT B Y308 RGN BIE N B AR BRI A BAT T S0 R GRS i 25 I EE H BRI I BOE R D) RE. Bk 4
A DA S AR F R R SCRE N ISR SRR AR — BT 232 3 ZROIRAS e S0 SR me R i) 350 K A
HHR (53 e AE Kp, Kp, Ks), BT : AM ) AR K=K p+Kp+K s 2R 75 J) 58 SR K p 0 45 SR A5 1 5 D0 B0 FH bR 55 T i 22
Bl 00 5 RN A1 S R B RDIR S SRS AR Kp 8 MIRZS BB 1 (3K H A5 ) 1 Wi, G RR TT A B8 25 5 S ) 5 mes A i ik
BLAR 27 2] 3RAT 10 SRS v 50 S A8 0 TR K o A BRI TR L 2 2 RN 4 3R, T 1 6 R B0IRAS it 2 9128 H b I 1)
W SR A AR AMTT SEIR ) DU B A [FLAMPT 430 B E Y . BN, AU TR B 4R 1Y, 4 50 A E AMgc,
AMgy, AMgo FIAMgp 75— A 7 =45 B R G0 vhr e AT BRI AT DLASY 3 ) — 6 R0, ) 50 BEEAS () 1) W . 1 T, AT T o7 e 43
HE R TAENLEI 2 SR 20 A AR BL o 1 %5 AN 22 3R

EX ABEEEETIENS). — Bk UL AMBIEAR TAENLHI AT RR R B 2 Frs (B Pa,PeFIPy 5 Sl R 7R
NESKRMG . H ARSI RSO s B e ) Py 4 A EES RO HIRE S/ LN U@ BT RS I k5K
@ HbsFm B RRITIE)@ Ve RIAAT AL AS (7] n) SR 3 32 B B AR, SRR R T A A
1) CAEHLH:

i) 152a—4;
ii)  152b—>3—54;
i) 1-2¢c—>3—-4;
iv) 1-52c—>4.

e Bk 4 AP 1 AP BRI/ N SCREE B AM JEAT SR B AR, B AR SO e XS,
2 AP T R T S, AM AR 08 50 MR S TR AN (R AT BA 23 2y 3 A (] 1) o S5 72 (2a) Action
Selection(Zl {E £ ##);(2b) Goal Generation H #5j= 2 ;(2¢) Optimization/Adaptive Control(fit1t/ B & 3 #2 Hil). &1
3 38 R ELAARR SCVE DL E S 656 3 FOEE 4 AN PRy T2 M RIRT AT . 55 Ab ZE X Lo L0 AL 1 ABLAD i 551 iR
B B iv 36 T B0 B AL 1 SR E0s B AR AR R A 45 & (0 730 50 T RR A B U7 v R0 B A 7 s
FERLEE 2 5.

Py Actions Execution
ction 1
0 Based on
selection Plans knowledge
model

Situations
{3] Planning

Self-awareness,
context-awareness

Based on
mathematical
model

Fig.2 The working mechanisms of autonomic manager

K2 A TAENLS

Optimization/
Adaptive control

(1) BFHEE/ LR g

BRGNS 8 AMSEEL [ B AR AL, S I R GEAE SN 20 LG CHEIR) WU B € R & I
w1 B ST AMON B BE IR AR 10 0 55 bR SO SR AMOGS A1 A FR BEOIR A 1958 5 8 o, Bl i — AN
SR B A Bk S EE O (ADC) I - FP A R IR AT B BB I . Atk A
JR55 4% B HIEE L N HIBTHURT Web Ik 5545 BRI K AT L L R SR BERG B4 T 3R IX L BRI IR A, AM
W ZUAE R P N R B B U ZY (M) IR 25 40 5 1R (Kp), He v Mg HT T T AL M e B B2 U5 B IR . R S A
o PR 240 R 58 K 371 WA S R AGH 10 (el 3 4 A B 1)) K50, L R A8 el AR 55 LAAE il 4 D 491, LA 20T LA
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% 7K M (M-1D,WholeSize,OccupiedSize,HasExceptioninfo,Constraints), J: FF \M-I1D /& 17 fi# 2% 45 I ,WholeSize il
OccupiedSize 73 il 7 1% 17 i 4 (19 42 5% 2% 6] A1 205 H 19 2% (8] ,HasExceptionInfo 3 78 & AM 5 B2 i 2l = (5 2,
Constraints & & 75 J& 24 1 29 R {5 (WWholeSize BB 5 72 A 100GB); A % 1 Hb R 25 F1 5 0 TR AT DL AL H5 S5 488 200
Je VEAE SG R Ec s, a0 © o B A7 il 2 TR RT3 A5 BV A 6 T o R AR a — A B R B0 T AR A A R
PR 22 PR B AF it 2 RS 25 18 3205 T S memoryy={BUSY,NORMAL,EXCEPTION } I 5 R $08 78
{If (HasExceptionInfo=TRUE) Then (state:=EXCEPTION) Else
IF (OccupiedSize/WholeSize>80%) THEN (state:=BUSY) Else
(state:=NORMAL)}

T SR N 2 M YR SR [ 4% R B () #9545 40 OccupiedSize=60GB,HasExceptionInfo=FALSE, | i] LL 15 £ 77
B 1 Y AR AR (NORMAL). [RIFE b, AT T AT LLE G B 32 2o w0 1480 R i B 1R 3008 52 A&, 25 18 21 55 i
BEL 1,3 LA LA B3R 8] 7 D 2 HR LS R W S bR B30T I 20 0 F 22 6 ), B Bt 5%/ b SO 2 0] DU 20k b s S
wr:

EX S(BHEEE/ ETXRE). WSR2 H I ITCHEM AN DR 2 8], Kp 2 RS E £ IR A Me A 3 55 R
BRI [ F 5L 5E LA 4 TEAL(S,Kp.Mp,f), i o(Kp)xMp—S,, Ji 1, o7 4R 59— J7 I, WS [ 276
FI B SORA W, Kp 2 RS H B FRE S M2 BN ORI (IR R S0E B PREERE 10 503 A5 A0 BT $R 4t
(K15 DR AR bR 55, 0] bR S8 e SN 4 J641:(Se, K, M, o), 2 fe: o (Kp)xMe—Se.

T8 S5 P BATME B FR SR 20 R0 W SF o HI0HR A2 T DAAf 58 1) (0 % Tk L35 27 >0 B 4T 58 ) 4 0 1)), 1 % T
— SR E I B AME R (NES T RABTL M), 70 1% H A 5 ZMATL A B TS LG B B 5
()1 35 ATY AR A 70 T KR, A SO AR EAT SR AT IR 50 A0 0 T B sg OB T A G i1 0, il T3 A B R
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Fig.3 The conceptual architecture of ACS
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Fig.4 The organizational structures of AMs
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Fig.5 Orchestrating patterns of AMs
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Table 1 A comparison between autonomic computing system and multi-agent system
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Autonomic element Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Individual Agent Yes Yes Yes Yes No No
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Fig.6 A reactive agent based autonomic element
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Fig.9 A utility function based autonomic element
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